WATER SAVINGS in [EEE=INSRa—
the SOUTHEAST

Water efficiency is often the most cost-effective and environmentally sound way to stretch supplies farther, reduce demand, and save money on monthly utility bills. The following analysis summarizes financial savings associated with water conservation in the Southeast.

Compiled by Ryan Kurtzman

The Environmental Finance Center (EFC) at the University of North Carolina conducts annual water and wastewater rates surveys for all local
government and nonprofit utility service providers in the states of North Carolina and Georgia. The following information is based on those surveys.
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Top 5: Residential Teéhnologies
L

1. Franklinton 1. Atlanta
2.Kill Devil Hills . 2.:Mountain Park
IS Green Level ' 3. Lampkin Co: 7
. g Stanley 4. Madison Co.
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(2) Median cost ass usage of 5,000 gal/month 2 I % ‘ W v ,\ L] 1 ! ‘.‘
3) Affordability of r and wastewater bills is measured as a fraction of the percentage of median household income (}\/I [ :
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spent on water and wastewater bills across all combined utilities’ service areas. MHI data from 2010 census. . lL

Top 5: Irrigation Technologies
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adjust to plant and site conditions, meaning that sprinkers do not come on when it is raining, if rain is forecasted, or if the ground
is sufficiently sam'r:e‘@r?[he price of $771 comes from the single service line fee from Charlotte-Mecklenburg Utilities. )
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(4) Smart Irrigation refers to residential customers installing separate irrigation meters and smart controllers that autom;Fy e
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(5) Household savingg were calcurbtgd assuming 2.64 persons p* household
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(6) Yeg_i‘ly savings _ﬁg‘r‘fie’sidential and commercial technologies were crlomputed by 'mlﬂltiplyﬁ’ig monthly savings by 12, while
savings for irrigation technologies were computed by multiplying monthly savings by 6, due to the shortened irrigation season.
- Starting monthly consumption péi_pts'.were:as follows: Residentiiai Indoor = 5,000 gal/month, Irrigation = 6,000 gal/month,
_Cox‘i%m rcial = 20,000 gal/month ~ — R\ b il . " ; \
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average U.S. rooftop size of 1,500 sq. ft, 4” of raif;fall per month in. .and a slick roof with 100 % retention of water.
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(7) Based on rule lof'thmﬁb!-:gc\ﬁllé‘cion that 1000 sq. ft. of roof at 1” rain i§r month = 620 gallons saved per month. We assumed A
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